
DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
WASHINGTON, DC

Office Of The Assistant Secretary

NJG 1 6 2005

SAFflEE
1665 Air Force Pentagon
Washington DC 20330-1665

Mr. Timothy Swickard
Director
Dept. of Toxic Substances Control
8800 Cal Center Drive
Sacramento, CA 95826-3200

Dear Mr. Swickard

Enclosed are the materials that have been agreed upon to allow your concurrence on the
Castle Source Control Operable Unit Record of Decision Part 3 (SCOU III ROD). Attachment 1
consists of a policy statement agreed to by the Air Force and California Department of Toxic
Substances Control (DTSC) to address DTSC's concern over the funding of state oversight of
Land Use Controls at Castle. A similar version will be issued as Air Force policy to cover other
Air Force or former Air Force bases in California.

Also attached are the errata pages regarding the ecological monitoring language changes
in the subject ROD. Your agency has previously reviewed and concurred upon the language
changes. These pages are to be inserted into the ROD submitted to your agency on March 16,
2005. The attached policy and errata change pages resolve the two issues identified as
preventing your concurrence on the SCOU III ROD. With these matters resolved, the subject
ROD should be ready for final State and EPA signatures.

The Final (revised-second edition) Castle Source Control Operable Unit Record of
Decision Part 3 was prepared and signed by the Air Force. Currently, DTSC is in possession of
the Air Force original-signed ROD. In accordance with the agreed-to normal document
transmittal process, the DTSC should sign the ROD and submit it to EPA for signature. In turn,
the EPA will submit the signed original ROD (with revised pages inserted) to the Air Force. The
Air Force will provide copies of the ROD containing all signatures to DTSC and EPA.

This correspondence is also being sent to Mr. Wayne Nastri, Regional Administrator for
EPA Region IX.
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If you have any questions, please contact Gerald Johnson at 703-696-5540, or the Castle
Base Environmental Coordinator, Mr. Greg Gangnuss at (916) 643-6420 x112.

Sincerely

Wd.~
RICHARD ASHWORTH, Colonel, USAF
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Air Force
(Environment, Safety, and Occupational Health)

Attachments:
1. Policy Statement
2. Errata change pages

cc:
Lida Tan (EPA Region IX)
Carolyn Tatoian Cain (CA DTSC)
Marcus Pierce (CA RWQCB)
Kathryn Halvorson (AFRPA)
Gerald Johnson (AFRPA)



Air Force Policy Governing Property in California
WithLandUse Controls(June3, 2005)- CASTLE only

Air Force Policy Regarding Costs Associated with Land Use Controls

A. Pre-Transfer (property in California retained by the Air Force)

Costs incurred by the State of California in undertaking regulatory oversight of
remedies selected in a Record of Decision (ROD) or equivalent decision document during
Air Force ownership of the property will be addressed under whatever funding
mechanism is in effect for the Department of Defense to cover such costs.

B. Post-Transfer (property in California transferring out of federal
government control)

1. The Air Force will require as a condition of property transfer that the
transferee make an arrangementacceptable to the State of California to
cover the payment of State costs identified by the State of California
pursuant to California Code of Regulations, title 22, Section 67391.1(h).
It is anticipated that the transferee will normally assume these obligations;
however, it may arrange for alternate mechanisms with State approval (for
example, up-front lump-sum payment via agreement, third-party
agreements, etc.).

2. The Air Force will identify who has responsibility for carrying out land
use control obligations selected as part of a remedy in documents
associated with the transaction. It will also identify in such documents
who has the obligation to cover the State costs identified pursuant to
California Code of Regulations, title 22, Section 67391.1(h). Such
transaction documents could include, without limitation, the deed, the
agreement underlying the transaction (for example, purchase agreement or
economic development conveyance), or other documents that either run
with the property or are legally binding.

3. State oversight costs directly associated with functions retained by the Air
Force in implementing, maintaining, or monitoring land use controls
selected as part of the remedy in the ROD or equivalent decision
document via whatever funding mechanism is in effect for the Department
of Defense to cover such costs (for example, conducting 5-year reviews or
providing status reports on land use controls) will continue to be the
responsibility of the Air Force.

4. State costs associated with a change in land use, exposure assumptions
underlying the selected remedy in the ROD, or in land use controls after
property transfer are the responsibility of the landowner or operator at the
time of the change. Such changes would be conducted in accordance with
the provisions in the State Land Use Covenant (SLUC).
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Notes

1.

5.

Air Force Policy Governing Property in California
WithLandUseControls(June3, 2005)- CASTLEonly

If the transferee*failsto satisfyits obligationsunderstatelawassociated
with the SLUC, the State of California may enforce such obligations
against the transferee. If there is failure of the selected remedy or a
violation of selected remedy obligations, the State of California will notify
the Air Force in writing of such failure and initially seek corrective action
or other recourse from the transferee*, including recovery of its associated
costs. If, after diligent efforts, the State of California is unable to get the
transferee* to address the failure and pay associated costs, the State shall
meet and confer with the Air Force to resolve re-implementation of the
selected remedy or other necessary remedial actions to address failure of
the selected remedy. Costs incurred by the State of California in
undertaking regulatory oversight of remedies re-implemented by the Air
Force will be addressed under whatever funding mechanism is in effect for
the Department of Defense to cover such costs.

"Selected remedy" refers to a remedy formally selected in a Record of
Decision (ROD) or equivalent decision document (for example, a Corrective
Measures Study or Corrective Measures Implementation plan under RCRA),
or such remedy as amended through an Explanation of SignificantDifference,
ROD Amendment or equivalent document.

.Or other entity accepting such obligations
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